James H . Lesar 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 
918 F STREET, N.W. . ROOM 509 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20004 


Telephone (£02) 393-192) 


May 22, 1998 


Mr. Harold Weisberg 
7627 Old Receiver Road 
Frederick, MD 20701 

Dear Harold: 

When I returned from California on April 26th to confront a 
mountain of work which needed prompt attention, I took time to 
search my garage and basement for the Ray evidentiary hearing 
exhibits. I found most of them, but not all. Because they were in 
disarray, with multiple copies of some exhibits, partial copies of 
some exhibits, exhibits not always in order, and. as I have just 
learned from my own review of the exhibits yesterday, exhibits 
which were non-evidentiary hearing exhibits mixed in with eviden- 
tiary hearing exhibits. I asked Kitty McKee to go through them and 
compiled a complete as set as possible to send to you. Kitty works 
for me on a part-time basis, usually coming in either late at night 
or early in the morning when I am not there. Because this is a 
second job for her and she has a very active social and family 
life, her work schedule is often quite irregular, and although she 
is supposed to work 12 hours a week for. me, it usually turns out to 
half that at best . . ..." ,, . 

The only other person I might have been able to turn to, 
Carmen, who is supposed to work for me 12 hours a. week, has been to 
the office only once in the past two months because her husband, 
Fernando, was in the intensive care unit of the hospital for a 
month and still requires constant attention. 

A few days ago, Kitty finally completed the very time- 
consuming task of combing through the exhibits, putting them in 
order, etc. , and copying a set for you. After completing work on 
a couple of briefs with urgent deadlines, I then reviewed the docu- 
ments myself to see exactly what was going to be sent to you (in 
the process I discovered some materials that were not evidentiary 
hearing exhibits, and eliminated them.) 

I'm sorry for all the delay, but such are the circumstances 
under which I live and work that delay in complying with the 
requests made of me is inevitable. I think I see an imminent light 
at the end of the tunnel: I am finally getting paid for a couple 

of court victories, and a summer intern is arriving from 
Vanderbilt, and hopefully, she will help to reduce my workload and 
permit me to get better organized. 

Now as to the consultancy, which you allude to, I do not 
recall any premise that I made, to pay you "$10,000." I. don't 
recall $10,000 as being the amount at issue in the consultancy. 
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The only figure I have been able to come across in a quick check of 
what is immediately at hand is $6,000 for 80 hours of work. Your 
comment that I "did nothing to assure that [you] would be paid when 
the promise was made" is grotesquely untrue. You apparently have 
forgotten that I litigated the issue of your right to be paid for 
that work at great length in district court, including taking the 
depositions of at least Dan Metcalfe and Lynne Zusman, and maybe 
others, that I appealed the issue to the Court of Appeals and liti- 
gated it at great length there as well. Moreover, the Court of 
Appeals directed a new round of briefing on this issue because of 
the question as to whether or not the issue should be decided by 
the Federal Circuit Court of Appeals rather than the D.C. Circuit 
(an issue on which Judge Bork dissented in our favor) . My guess is 
I probably spent $20,000-30,000 in time arguing the consultancy 
issue, all because you would not accept the Department's compromise 
offer of $35/hour. 

As to the $10,000 figure you mention, the only place that 
figure pops up in my memory is in connection with sum Judge John 
Lewis Smith awarded against you for refusing to comply with the 
FBI's discovery demands on you. I have a hazy recollection that he 
awarded that sum against you, or against both of us, and that it 
was later reduced to $6,000, perhaps because the Court of Appeals 
threw out the award against me. The $6,000 figure sticks in my 
mind because when I finally did get an award of fees in Civil 
Action No. 75-1996, the FBI would not pay me until I agreed to have 
the amount that you owed for the contempt fine in the other case 
deducted, since you had refused to pay it. I am pretty certain 
that $6,000 is the amount they deducted from my check. Also, 
because of the intransigent position you adopted, I lost any chance 
of getting any attorney fees at all for that case, in which, in my 
view, we had "substantially prevailed" before the Department of 
Justice came up with its brilliant plan to get your goat and abort 
the case. 

I am not 100 percent certain that my memory of these events of 
yore, is completely accurate; as they have receded with time, so 
has my memory of them dimmed. I simply wanted to correct what I 
think are some errors in your recollection. 

By separate mail, I have sent you 435 pages of the evidentiary 
hearing exhibits. A couple of lists of them are included, and I 
have marked with a circle on the typewritten list those that are 
missing. I will continue to look for them as time permits. 

Please send a check for $93.35 to pay for the xeroxing 
($87.00) and mailing costs ($6.35). 

Enclosed, in case you haven't seen it yet, is a glowing review 
of Posner's book by Tony Lewis. When time permits, I do intend to 
respond to Posner, but that will be a while yet, as I have a very 
heavy June/ July schedule, including trips to Los Angeles, 



Knoxville, and possibly St. Louis. 
Best regards to you and Lil . 


Sincerely yours. 



